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REMARKS 

The following remarks are made in reply to the Final Office Action mailed March 17, 
2004 in which claims 23-32 were allowed, claims 1-8, 10-16, 19, and 22 were rejected, and 
claims 17, 18, 20 and 21 were objected to. With this Amendment, claims 1, 7, and 10-12 
have been amended to clarify Applicant's invention. Claims 1-8 and 10-32 remain pending in 
the application and are presented for reconsideration and allowance. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the courtesy extended to Applicant' s 
representative, Scott A. Lund, during a telephonic interview conducted on May 5, 2004 
during which Applicant's invention and Applicant's understanding of the Koch U.S. Patent 
No. 5,262,624 were discussed. No agreement, however, was reached at that time. 

aaim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-8, 10-16, 19, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Koch U.S. Patent No. 5,262,624. 

With respect to the rejection of claims 1-8 and 10-13, with this Amendment, 
independent claim 1 has been amended to clan Fy that the system for scanning a medium 
includes a second scanner adapted to scan a second side of the medium independent of the 
first scanner scanning the first side of the medium and detect one of a presence and an 
absence of a second image on the second side of the medium, and independent claim 7 has 
been amended to clarify that the method of scanning a medium includes scanning a second 
side of the medium independent of scanning the first side of the medium, including detecting 
one of a presence and an absence of a second image on the second side of the medium. 

With respect to the Koch patent, this patent does not teach or suggest a system for 
scanning a medium, as claimed in independent claim 1, nor a method of scanning a medium, 
as claimed in independent claim 7. For example, the Koch patent discloses that the second 
scanner 42 scans the response areas on the other side (i.e., second side 22) of the form in 
response to the enabling signal 54 as produced from the timing track 24 on the one side (i.e., 
first side 20) of the form (see Abstract; Figs. 1-3; col. 6, lines 17-58). More specifically, as 
disclosed in the Koch patent, "the scanning control information 56 derived from the timing 
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track 24 printed on the first side 20 of the form 14 is used to control the generation of 
scanned infoiroation 62 from the response areas 32 on the opposite side of the form, second 
side 22, via the means for producing an enabling signal 44" (col. 6, lines 47-53). Thus, 
scanning of the second side of the form is not performed independent of scanning of the first 
side of the form. 

In view of the above, Applicant submits that independent claims 1 and 7 are 
patentably distinct from the Koch patent and, therefore, are in a condition for allowance. 
Furthermore, as dependent claims 2-6 further define patentably distinct claim l s and 
dependent claims 8 and 10-13 further define patentably distinct claim 7, Applicant submits 
that dependent claims 2-6, and dependent claims 8 and 10-13 are also in a condition for 
allowance. Applicant therefore, respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1-8 and 10- 
13 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) be reconsidered and withdrawn and that claims 1-8 and 10-13 be 
allowed. 

With respect to the rejection of claims 14-16, 19, and 22, Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. The system of independent claim 14 recites that, if the image is 
disposed only on the first side of the medium and the second side of the medium is blank, the 
first side data signal includes a first image signal and the second side data signal includes a 
blank signal, wherein the image reproduction data signal includes the first image signal and 
the blank signal. 

The Examiner indicates that claims 23-32 are allowed for the reason that the prior art 
does not teach or suggest that, as recited in independent claim 23, if the image is disposed on 
the first side of the medium and the second side of the medium is blank, generating the first 
side data signal includes generating a first image signal and generating the second side data 
signal includes generating a blank signal, wherein generating the image reproduction data 
signal includes including the first image signal and the blank signal. Accordingly, for the 
reason that independent claim 23 is patentably distinct from the prior art and allowed, 
Applicant submits that independent claim 14 is patentably distinct from the prior ait and 
requests that independent claim 14 be allowed. 

In view of the above, Applicant submits that independent claim 14 is patentably 
distinct from the Koch patent and, therefore, is in a condition for allowance. Furthermore, as 
dependent claims 15, 16, 19, and 22 further define patentably distinct claim 14, Applicant 
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submits that dependent claims 15, 16, 19, and 22 are also in a condition for allowance. 
Applicant, therefore, respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 14-16, 19, and 22 under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) be reconsidered and withdrawn and that claims 14-16, 19, and 22 be 
allowed. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 17, 18, 20, and 21 have been objected to as being dependent on a rejected base 
claim and have been indicated as being allowable if rewritten in independent form to include 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Applicant agrees with the Examiner that claims 17, 18, 20, and 21 would be allowable 
if rewritten in independent form to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. As outlined above, however, Applicant submits that independent claim 
14 (from which claims 17, 18, 20, and 21 depend) is allowable over the art of record- As 
independent claim 14 is believed to be in allowable form, Applicant respectfully submits that 
claims 17, 18, 20, and 21 are allowable in dependent form. Applicant; therefore, respectfully 
requests that the objection to claims 17, 18, 20, and 21 be removed and that claims 17, 18, 20, 
and 21 be allowed. 

Claims 23-32 have been allowed. Applicant appreciates the indicated allowability of 
claims 23-32. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, Applicant respectfully submits that pending claims 1-8 and 10- 
32 are all in a condition for allowance and requests reconsideration of the application and 
allowance of all pending claims. 

Any inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should be directed to either 
Gregg W\ Wisdom at Telephone No, (360) 212-8052, Facsimile No. (360) 212-3060 or Scott 
A. Lund at Telephone No. (612) 573-2006, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005. In addition, all 
correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: ^ 

Hewlett-Packard Company 
Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 



Date: 



SAL:jan 



Respectfully submitted, 
Bradley J. Anderson et al., 
By, 




IG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 2250 
100 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 573-2006 
Facsimile: (612) 573-2005 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 CJF.R. 1.8 : The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described 
herein, are being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Fax No. (703) S72-9306 
on this 1 2 TH day of May. 2004. 
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TNTRK UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicant: Bradley J. Anderson et al. Examiner: Jerome Grant U OE^mu?wI)^C^TE^^ 
Serial No.: 09/938,981 Group Art Unit: 2626 
Filed: August 24, 2001 Docket No.: 10006905-1 
Title: DUAL SCANNER SYSTEM AND METHOD 

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

1 hereby certify that the following papers are being facsimile transmitted to the ILS* 
Patent and Trademark Office, Fax No.: (703) 872-9306 on the date shown below: 
1 . Transmittal Letter for Response/ Amendment (1 pg.); 
2_ Amendment and Response ( 1 2 pgs*)- 

Respectfully submitted^ 

Bradley J. Anderson et al., 

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 2250 
1 00 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612)573-2006 
Facsimile: (612)573-2005 



Date: _ 
SAL:jan 
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